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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The Examiner has read and reviewed all of the information provided by the Applicant. The 
examiner rejects as final claims 7, 15 & 35 under 35 USC 112. 
The Applicant attention is re-drawn to the following: 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 7, 15 & 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Re claim 7: 

Transferring the payment from a pervious debit account before enabling the debit 
account in response to the request. 

It is unclear to the examiner what the "previous debit account" is. For the purposes of 
examination the claim will be interpreted as: 

"Transferring the payment from a first existing customer bank debit account before 
enabling the pre-paid second phone debit account in response to the request." 

In view of the applicant's amendments & explanations the 1 12 rejections for claim 15 & 
35 is hereby withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
In view of the applicants amendments the 101 rejections is hereby withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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The Examiner has read and reviewed all of the information provided by the Applicant. 
The examiner rejects as final claims 1-36 under 35 USC 103. 
The Applicant attention is re-drawn to the following: 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-1 1 & 18-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hultgren (U.S. Patent 6,88,391) in view of official notice. 
Re claim 1 & 18: Hultgren discloses: 

A method and program for providing a digital wallet for IP usage utilizing a wireless 
network, comprising: 

Prior to allowing usage, receiving a request for a pre-paid debit account (Hultgren, 
Figure 3 A, Item 300, it is inherent that would you obtain a customer identification for those that 
request the payment transfer service or debit account) 

Prior to allowing usage, enabling pre-paid debit account (Hultgren, Figure 3 A, Items 
306, 314 & 316, these are all three more specific steps of enabling the payment transfer service 
or debit account) 

Collecting payment over wireless network billing debit account (Hultgren, Figure 3B, 
Item 328, 334 & 348, it is inherent that the collection is completed with the financial institution.) 
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Collecting payment against debit account with IP over wireless network (Hultgren, 
Figure 3B, Item 330, 334 & 348, it is inherent that the collection is completed with the financial 
institution.) 

Although Hultgren does specifically disclose payment for mobile phone usage It is 
inherent that any utility including a mobile phone company is disclosed in Hultgren. Hultgren 
specifically uses the example of "utility bill, for example" (column 4, line 50) 

Re claim 2 & 19: Hultgren discloses: 

Request received via mobile cellular hand set and debit account is enabled by human 
operator (Hultgren, Figure 1 , Item 60) 

Re claim 3 & 20: Hultgren discloses: 

Wireless network via a mobile cellular handset (Hultgren, Figure 1, Item 50) 
Re claim 4 & 21: 

Uses WAP 

The examiner summits official notice that it is well known to one of ordinary skill in art 
at the time of the invention that WAP is a commonly used protocol for developing wireless 
applications and could be used for developing a mobile payment system. 

Re claim 5 & 22: Hultgren discloses: 

IP includes data transfer (Hultgren, Figure 1, Item 50) 

Re claim 6 & 23: Hultgren discloses: 

IP usage includes payment for good or services (Hultgren, Figure 3) 
Re claim 7 & 24: Hultgren discloses: 
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Transferring the payment from a first existing customer bank debit account before 
enabling the pre-paid second phone debit account in response to the request. (Hultgren, Figure 
3 A, Items 306, 314 & 316) 

Re claim 8 & 25: Hultgren discloses: 

Balance is updated in real-time (Hultgren, column 9, line 36-47, "immediately transfer 

funds") 

Re claim 9 & 26: Hultgren discloses: 

Alert is sent to a user when below predetermined amount ?? (Hultgren, column 7, line 
40-47, "invalid transaction notification") 

Re claim 10 & 27: Hultgren discloses: 

Discontinued usage upon the debit account falling below a predetermined amount 
(Hultgren, Figure 3 A, Items 318) 

Re claim 11 & 28: Hultgren discloses: 

Payment is received via a credit account (Hultgren, Figure 3 A, Items 306, 3 14 & 3 16) 
RE: Claims 12-15 & 29-32 

Claims 12-15 & 29-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hultgren (U.S. Patent 6,88,391) in view of official notice in further view of Foladare (U.S. 
Patent 5,914,472.) 

Re claim 12 & 29: Foladare discloses: 

Limiting usage based on user-defined threshold (Foladare, Figure 1, Item 104) 
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Hultgren & official notice describe a wireless payment process as described in Claim 1 . 
However, Hultgren & official notice does not specifically disclose user-defined threshold. 
Foladare specifically defined this. (Foladare, Figure 1, Item 104) 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to add user-defined threshold as taught by Foladare to previous references. 

It is clear that one would be motivated to add flexibility to the process. 

Re claim 13 & 30: Foladare discloses: 

Threshold expires after a pre-determine time limit 

The examiner summits official notice that it is well known to one of ordinary skill in art 
at the time of the invention that any variable set by the user can have time limits associated with 
it. This is just good business practice to never have user inputs without time limitations on these 
inputs. 

Re claim 14 & 31: Foladare discloses: 

User-defined threshold limitation expires upon receipt of a key (Foladare, Figure 1, Item 
116, authorization - either through a key or other method) 

Hultgren & official notice describe a wireless payment process as described in Claim 1 . 
However, Hultgren & Official Notice does not specifically disclose user-defined threshold 
limitation. Foladare specifically defined this. (Foladare, Figure 1, Item 104) 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one "of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to add user-defined threshold limitation as taught by Foladare to previous 
references. 

It is clear that one would be motivated to add flexibility to the process. 
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Re claim 15 & 32: Foladare discloses: 

User may authorize payment of another users wireless network voice communication and 
IP usage upon receipt of the key by said user (Foladare, Abstract, "ancillary credit or debit card") 

Hultgren & official notice describe a wireless payment process as described in Claim 1 . 
However, Hultgren & Official Notice does not specifically disclose user key. Foladare 
specifically defined this. (Foladare, Figure 1, Item 104) 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one "of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to add user key as taught by Foladare to previous references. 

It is clear that one would be motivated to add flexibility to the process. 
RE: Claims 16-17 & 33-34 

Claims 16-17 & 33-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hultgren (U.S. Patent 6,88,391) in view of official notice in further view of Foladare (U.S. 
Patent 5,914,472) in further view of Holm-Blagg (US PG Published 2004/0030657 Al) 

Re claim 16 & 33: Holm-Blagg discloses: 

Plural users may use wireless network voice communication and IP using a single debit 
account (Holm-Blagg, Figure 2, account 1 & 5, etc) 

Hultgren & official notice describe a wireless payment process as described in Claim 1 . 
Additional, Foladare discloses parent-child credit card relationship. However, Hultgren, Official 
Notice & Foladare does not specifically describe plural users. Holm-Blagg clearly discloses a 
plurality of users. (Holm-Blagg, Figure 2, account 1 & 5, etc) 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one 'of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to add plurality of users as taught in Holm-Blagg to previous references. 
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It is clear that one would be motivated to add flexibility to the process. 
Re claim 17 & 34: Holm-Blagg discloses: 

Limiting the usage for each of the users based on a single threshold associated with the 
debit account (Holm-Blagg, Figure 7B, " available credit line ") 

Hultgren & official notice describe a wireless payment process as described in Claim 1 . 
Additional, Foladare discloses parent-child credit card relationship. However, Hultgren, Official 
Notice & Foladare does not specifically describe a plurality of users. (Holm-Blagg, Figure 2, 
account 1 & 5, etc) 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one "of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to add plurality of users as taught in Holm-Blagg to previous references. 
It is clear that one would be motivated to add flexibility to the process. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 06/09/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In particular with respect to 1 12 the Applicant argued "previous debit account" should be 
interpreted as a debit account that is previously provided. This still is unclear to the examiner 
and has provided no true explanation. The examiner has tried to once again interpret the claim. 
If the applicant is trying to explain that many users will have a first already existing debit 
account with a bank that they will use to establish the "mobile phone usage or second account" 
then this should be explained in more detail. If this is not what the applicant is trying to claim 
then the examiner would need more explanation. 
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With respect to Claim 1 the Applicant argued 1 st : item 300 in Figure 3A from Hultgren... 

simply fails to disclose, "receiving a request for a debit account" as claimed by the applicant. 

The Examiner refutes the argument made by the Applicant and draws the attention to 
back to Hultgren the examiner further explains that it is inherent that would you obtain a 
customer identification for those that request the payment transfer service or debit account. In 
addition, "receiving a request for a debit account" would be included in practically all prior art 
that includes a debit account, you would not establish an account unless the customer request it. 

Applicants argued 2 nd , Hultgren fails to disclose, "enabling the ... debit account in 
response to the request" 

The Examiner refutes the argument made by the Applicant and draws the attention to 
back to Hultgren items 306, 314 & 316 all of these steps outline enabling the process. The 
examiner is interpreting the broadest reasonable interpretation and these step certainly would 
include enabling the process. 

Applicants argued 3 rd , Hultgren fails to disclose, "collecting payment for... wireless 
network voice communication over the network by billing against the debit account" 

The Examiner refutes the argument made by the Applicant and draws the attention to 
Hultgren, Figure 3B, Item 328, 334 & 348, it is inherent that the collection is completed with the 
financial institution. 

Applicants argued 4 th , Hultgren fails to disclose, "collecting payment for ... IP usage by 
billing against the .. debit account wherein IP usage is carried out using the wireless network." 

The Examiner refutes the argument made by the Applicant and draws the attention to 
Hultgren, Figure 3B, Item 328, 334 & 348, it is inherent that the collection is completed with the 
financial institution. 
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Applicants argued 5 th , use of official notice and that Hultgren discloses "facilitates 
payment from a customer account to a merchant account" and that Hultgren teaches away in 
teaching that compares "GPS locations,.." 

The Examiner refutes the argument made by the Applicant and explains in further review 
of the prior art believe that payment of phone service is included directly in the reference and 
inherent in that it clearly states "utility bill, for example" (column 4, line 50). Additionally, the 
examiner argues that because Hultgren has additional features is not an indication that it is 
teaching away for the reference. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Contact Information 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kirsten S. Apple whose telephone number is 571.272.5588. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Trammell can be reached on 571-272-6712. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-272-6126. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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